Dear Richard, 3/6/94 

Last y vx f when I read the first of tho re typing of the ms, of ^ase Open , I phoned 
because of the multitudinous probdlms tliat came, **■ presume, from Raphaela's lack of 
familiarity with the computer# You were not in# David was on anpther call. I^Kplsn-d- 
explained the purpose of my clll^orieir'hrief ly because he was on the other call and I 
said it was important that I see all retyped copy, tou did not call back. Thereafter 
I wrote about this sev ral times, without any response, tod now I find all those fains 
flaws added, in most exaggerated and disasterous form but not here alone in Chapter 
VII, Ignoring the rutli. • 

I've chocked the copy of what you sent me l/20 tliat I returned to 
corrections on it. They were not made after I spotted them and indicated them! 

■4 not onl looks terrible and creates confusion ’..'here there was iwiPand where it 



a 

-jrrwith these 



is so important to the book, it entices^ ridicule for sloppineds at the very least. , 

\. AJ 

I linve no Pdea why all those inappropriate dashes were added. Qinpot check of which 



I returned ±ndisa±Ks reveals I corrected them. Why they were added escapes me entirely. 

AAs 

Why the periods in the copy where there is. verbatim in the transcripts of testimony a 
pesied I do no I; know* Tliat is one I've not indicated because I think there is less 
eliance of it being held against the book, los;: cliance of if being noticed. But the 
indentations in particular ore essential, and why that was , changed I have no idea. I 
Indicated them also on that retyped copy you sent 1/20/94. 

This is a pfirticul .rly powerful chapter, devastating to Porner as little olso can 
be, and I tliink tliat aside from tho general belief tliat a book should be clear and not 



go out of i s way to appear to be sloppy and a cheap job, the power of the chapter and 
of the book should not bo undermined by what those looking for some tiling to criticize 
have it handed to them on a platter. 

It took time to do checking* that should not have to b9 done in page proofs and it 
was unpleasant. 

Pvo just begun VII, Tliat Dubious 
Epitaph, and I find that in the 
very first sentence tliat in the proof 
makes no Jcnse, the correction I made was icseb . I * 
made only in part and then incorrectly, as with / / A 

the highli.ghtcd copies attaohod you can see. 

Then, again highlighted, the sentence I added ' ^ ' 

and the paragraphing are ignored, tod in the same first graf an important sentence I added 
was not picked up and added, copy highlighted attached. P arag^ahing again ignored. Should I 
not now wonder whether this was done throughout? Or rather not done when it should have been? 
I eanH now go bade and do the proofreader's or copy editor's job.B u t when I had to check, as 
with a grammatical error, I found other corrections I noted ignored. This continues to be a 
real exasperation I cannot conclude on this pageA. 
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Although I savj no r ason for or sense in some of the editing, I made no complaint, 
much as I beliove it seriously damaged thj book. However, whene I coulisp^ had 

been edited out, 1 indicated that, I have not tried to bo attuned to this because there 
is already much to rageh to liave to be alert for in^page proof, Hpwveye:, when I Game 
still again to the utterly irrational inserting of dashes instead of par agr£a phning on 
proof page 150 and saw that when I noted that some tiling had been edited out that was 
unheeded, 1 got the copy, page 208, I had indicated sjdll again that those dashed 
be removed and tliat the quotation be indented, Jyt was indented and the absoJLu</tly sense- 
less dashed, remain. Certainly the one you had go: over this i3 aware of vfl^at direct, 
verbatim quotation requires, and in the two lines abpve it, what by normal concepts 
should not have beon edited out was edited out I noted. Yet tliat, too, was ignoed. 

This also is true of pictures, I wrote many times about them, without a single 

response. I do not know what you aro going to do about them. But how do you look when 

flW H kl h erfr . 

what is edited out is treated as though it liad not been editedoutT or when you refer 
to picture:’ not in the book? 1 

This inconsistency in direct, vorbatiia quotation of aSK^tlia#’ is within a para- 
graph of text, all uf which I caught on the* copy , makes you( plural) look like amateurs, 
clieapskates, sloppy, inexperienced and other not nice things. And that is assuming tliat 
now, at th- cosij/.>f cash an time, the dashes also are removed. As I have done with every 
piece of paper sent me from the first! The^cosrfc of not paying attention I cannot estimate, 
but it is a waste of time and money, Inj/cuj Lng toy time and ray being exasperated by gll 
of this- what I would not expect from a reasonably intelliegent high school student. 

i • 

On the next proof page, at the end of this dlirect transcript quotation, where the 
page number was on a separate lino in the copy ^ indicated for it to be moved to whore 
it belongs, at the end of tliat quotation. Ins^tad it as just eihiminated! I* vended it 
back on the proofs. This is the way books are published, Bichard, with corrections 
being ignored? VJhat kind of people do you have on this? 

There is much more I*ve marked on the proofs, I do not take yOur time for them sepa- 
rately, I write you separately To alert you to th potential harm to you, to C u 6 and 
to the book from what tliis represents. 

I add. two other tilings. Hot knowing that the reference to tlie longer ms would 

rM jku Jy 

be added here ,ya Added to to the Author* s note, I think it is better there. And as I 
tliink i noted din returning tlu^ correct^ proofs, the book just drops death without any 
-iawaal conoluion at all. Th e ijf ql ct s badly on all of us, I think some roundup kind of 
conclusion i~s an absolute need. Not having it is to invite contempt and ridicule and to 
d imini sh the book. If you do not select something from what you have and cut out and if 
you want me to write something, let me kj$/ o w and I will. But in this form ijj is really 
ridiculous. Especially with this content of the book. 







j ! 7 afterthought on the nuiny styles of direct quotation in the proofs: 

What I befcieve io the first is closest to correct. Indentation, 

As I indicate in wliat I wrote e rlier, folio . ilna this, even the proper period after 
the name of the speaker, was replaced with a colon. That is not verba^jlm. 

Some of this, and where it is not brief, is not indented. 

Some lias parai'-^pahi n£ replaced by dashes, after I correctedthat every time! 

In one instance the direct quotation is in italics, ^t was not in thu original, 

I do not tliink tliat lie ds changing, nor tliat all tliose periods should be put back 

in instead of the colons the copy :ditor put in. 

But I do think tliis sloppiness makes you all look bad* “c* too, 1 guess. Very 

bad, very amateurish and unprofessional and if there is trade talk about it, very 
cheap. Franlily, I cannot understand it, how it could evon hapjien. 

To begin with dear d ap haeiu, who U 1 and I think is a very fine person from our 
little contact with her, iiad probjllis with her first computer experience. But when I 
caught thin and did the copy editing, how tliat was ignored I cannot explain or under- 

stand, 41 

VJlwt remains of what I .rote is powerful. 1 think the word you used is Votrong." 
Witn any attention it should be very controversial. I think your interest, really all 
interests, requires tliat there be no invitation to niggling comment. Posner s person*^ 
record io of at tacking instead of responding. G iving him and thoso who support him the 
opportunity to ridicule can bo very hurtful. I'm dorry about the added cost and al delay 
this n tails but the pi in and simple truth is that I caught it at the outdet, made 
many efforts to eliminate tliis and other problems, in the end did the copy editing, and 
then that was largely ignored. Even a grammatical error I caught was not picked up by 



the copy editor! 

On attention, and please regard tln .3 as confidential- I told you I would be sending 
copies of - Selection s to some on the Post, among others in the press. Two of the men on 
the Post must somehow of talked about it. One phoned me. They are coming up a week from 
today. Jeffrey ^fank wrote tlie critical review of Posner's book. Jefferson Morley wrote 
tliat fine article on Jolm Uouuan of which I sent you a copy, (if tliat is what led to 
his doing the Oswald book, fine, I'm glad.) I diu not ask whfiy tlioy wont to come. Each has 
given me different compliments although we've never met. I will mention Case Open to 



ftfanlc. I think both are on the Outlook staff. If you have not read the long draft of a 
possible Magazine nrtilGe that would promote all tho books, it is a natural promotion for 
the coining' ho. 'man book jlio- 

X think it nil 1 bo helpful to all interests if you communicate a little on C aS e Ojien. 
I do pjm to make files on various subjects that may b of some use when the time comes, 

30 I can show them or send cooies, by subject. Even if not in tha book now. 


















